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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 

DISTRICT OF NEVADA 
 

 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

 

 Plaintiff, 

 vs. 

 

CLIVEN D. BUNDY, 

 

 Defendants. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

 

 

Case No.: 2:16-cr-046-GMN-PAL 

 

ORDER 

  

Pending before the Court is Petitioner Larry Elliot Klayman’s (“Klayman’s”) Verified 

Petition for Permission to Practice in the case of Defendant Cliven D. Bundy (“Verified 

Petition”). (ECF No. 166).  As explained below, this Verified Petition is DENIED for failure to 

fully disclose disciplinary actions and related documents.  

A defendant’s “choice of counsel must be respected unless it would . . . burden the court 

with counsel who is incompetent or unwilling to abide by court rules and ethical guidelines.” 

United States v. Walters, 309 F.3d 589, 592 (9th Cir. 2002).  Criminal defendants have a Sixth 

Amendment “qualified constitutional right to hire counsel of their choice but the right is 

qualified in that it may be abridged to serve some compelling purpose.” Id. (internal quotation 

marks omitted).  Such compelling purpose includes “the fair, efficient and orderly 

administration of justice.” Id. (citation omitted).  “Federal courts have an independent interest 

in ensuring that criminal trials are conducted within the ethical standards of the profession and 

that legal proceedings appear fair to all who observe them.” Wheat v. United States, 486 U.S. 

153, 160 (1988). 
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 Klayman’s Verified Petition discloses a “disciplinary case pending . . . in the District of 

Columbia.” (Verified Pet. 2, ECF No. 166).  In his attachment describing the matter in more 

detail, Klayman explains that the “matter is likely to be resolved in my favor and there has been 

no disciplinary action.” (Id. at 7).  The Court finds that this disclosure is misleading and 

incomplete. 

On June 23, 2014, the District of Columbia Court of Appeals Board on Professional 

Responsibility received an Affidavit of Negotiated Disposition (“Affidavit”) and signed 

Petition for Negotiated Discipline, attached to this Order as Exhibits 1 and 2, respectively.  The 

Petition for Negotiated Discipline relates to three different cases and contains three counts for 

violations, including Rule Governing the Florida Bar 4-1.9(a) and District of Columbia Rule of 

Professional Conduct 1.9 and 8.4(d). (Ex. 2 at 2–6).  This matter was resolved with an “Agreed 

Upon Sanction” of a “public censure.” (Id. at 6).  The Petition for Negotiated Discipline is 

signed by Klayman. (Id. at 14).  Further, Klayman’s Affidavit states: “I affirm that the 

stipulated facts in the accompanying petition and this affidavit are true and support the 

stipulated misconduct and the agreed upon sanction.” (Ex. 1 ¶ 4).  These documents were not 

provided by counsel, and they are admissions of three separate incidents of stipulated 

misconduct that were not clearly disclosed in Klayman’s Verified Petition.  

Accordingly, Klayman’s Verified Petition is denied without prejudice.  Should Klayman 

wish to file a new Verified Petition with the Court, the following information should be 

included: (1) the case numbers for the cases before Judge William D. Keller and Judge Denny 

Chin that resulted in these judges precluding Klayman’s practice before them; (2) verification 

of the review by the Bar Associations of the District of Columbia and Florida finding that 

Klayman did not act unethically before Judges Keller and Chin; (3) an updated Certificate of 
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Good Standing from the Supreme Court of Florida;0F

1 (4) the Florida Bar Association’s 

reprimand verifying that there was no showing of dishonesty in connection with their 

disciplinary action; (5) the Exhibits attached to this Order; and (6) verification that the matter in 

the District of Columbia disciplinary case referenced in the Verified Petition (Verified Pet. 7) 

has been resolved with no disciplinary action.  

 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Petitioner Larry Elliot Klayman’s Verified Petition 

(ECF No. 166) is DENIED without prejudice. 

 DATED this _____ day of March, 2016. 

___________________________________ 

Gloria M. Navarro, Chief Judge 

United States District Court 

                         

1 The Certificate of Good Standing from the Supreme Court of Florida attached to Klayman’s Verified Petition is 

dated November 24, 2015, over five months ago. (Verified Pet. 12, ECF No. 166). 
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EXHIBIT  1 
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